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To: BoscoC(S>ci .denver . co .u s , " H o o k , Gene C. - Environmenta l H e a l t h "<HookGC@ci .d enver . c o .u s> , barbara.ogrady@state.co.us,cvanderl@ci.denver.co .us
cc:S u b j e c t : t o m o r r o w ' s mee t ing

some i tems I ' d l i k e t o cover a t o u r m e e t i n g tomorrow (2:30 i n t h e E P A c o n f e r e n c e c en t er):
1. The purpo s e of the meeting between M a x / H o w a r d / T h e r e s a
S o m e background: T h e N C P s tate s that asses sment o f S t a t e ' s concerns m a y b e d i s c u s s e d , t o t h eex t ent p o s s i b l e , i n t h e p r o p o s e d p l a n issued f o r p u b l i c comment. T h e S t a t e ' s concerns tha t s h a l l b eassessed i n c l u d e ( 1 ) t h e S t a t e ' s p o s i t i o n a n d k e y concerns r e l a t e d t o t h e p r e f e r r e d a l t e r n a t i v e a n do ther a l t e r n a t i v e s ; and (2) S t a t e comments on ARARs or the p r o p o s e d use of waivers.
By now I hope you all have had a chance to read the f inal FS and our r e spons e s to CDPHE'scomments on the d r a f t FS. CDPHE requested t h a t , a s an a l t e r n a t i v e for arsenic in s o i l , we s e l e c t arisk va lue w i t h i n a risk range of 3 E-5 to 8E-5. A l t e r n a t i v e s 4 and 5 r epr e s en t t h i s r i sk range.
S i n c e the p r o p o s e d p l a n must i d e n t i f y ONE p r e f e r r e d a l t e r n a t i v e , i t i s no t ye t c l ear whe ther there i sgreater ac c ep tance of the u p p e r or lower end of the sugge s t ed range, or, based on our re sponse tothe comment, whether there i s a c c ep tanc e of a l t e r n a t i v e 3 for arsenic.
E P A ( M a x ) would l i k e f e e d b a c k f r o m t h e S t a t e a n d t h e C i t y o n which a l t e r n a t i v e each agency c o u l dacc ep t and any concerns that s t i l l exi s t . He would l i k e the f e e d b a c k b e f o r e we issue the p r o p o s e dp l a n . T h i s w i l l a l l o w Max t o take th e concerns o f your agenc i e s into account in m a k i n g h i s f ina lc a l l on t h e p r e f e r r e d a l t e r n a t i v e and a l s o , EPA can i n c l u d e some l a n g u a g e that d i s cu s s e s t h e Sta t e ' skey concerns in the p r o p o s e d p l a n . Of course you al l can p r o v i d e a d d i t i o n a l comments ( s u p p o r t i v eo n e s ? ? ! ) d u r i n g t h e comment p e r i o d .

^-2. Struc ture of the Max/ H o w a r d / T h e r e s a meeting. /
I p l a n to make a very br i e f p r e s e n t a t i o n which w i l l cover why EPA chose to i m p l e m e n t such ani n t e n s i v e da ta c o l l e c t i o n e f f o r t in the Rl, what we now u n d e r s t a n d about the r i sks , and how thisi n f o r m a t i o n i s d i f f e r e n t f r o m what wa s known when t h e T a c t i o n l e v e l s f o r G l o b e v i l l e were s e t f I w i l la l s o p r o v i d e i n f o on the process and s c h e d u l e f or i s s u i n g the p r o p o s e d p l a n . If there are othert h i n g s y o u t h i n k i t w i l l b e i m p o r t a n t f o r m e t o cover, l e t ' s i d e n t i f y them.
We would l i k e r epre s en ta t ive s of the S t a t e and the C i t y to pre s ent the views of t h e i r agencie s .
We would l i k e to come away f r o m the m e e t i n g with a l i s t o f i t ems al l three agenc i e s g e n e r a l l y agree
on.
3. issues to be resolved be fore the M a x / H o w a r d / T h e r e s a meeting.
I f there a r e issues o f concern that w e a s s t a f f c a n re so lve b e f o r e t h e b i g m e e t i n g , l e t ' s i d e n t i f ythese tomorrow and resolve them.
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